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The proceedings of a court without jurisdiction of the subject matter are a nullity;! that is, when a court decides a matter without 
jurisdiction, the whole proceeding is as if it had never happened.” Stated alternately, proceedings conducted or decisions made 


by a court are legally void when there is an absence of jurisdiction over the subject matter.” 


If there is an absence of jurisdiction over either the person or the subject matter, a court has no power to act.“ If a trial court lacks 
subject-matter jurisdiction, it does not have the authority to proceed” or resolve the claims.° A court devoid of jurisdiction over 
the case cannot hear the case, | address or consider the merits of the case,’ cannot make a decision or order in favor of either 
party,” and cannot render a summary judgment, as such a decision would be on the merits of the action. 10 Tt can only dismiss the 


case for want of jurisdiction. i However, a court can set aside orders it made before the want of jurisdiction was discovered. 12 


Observation: 


Absent a patent and unambiguous lack of jurisdiction, a court having general subject-matter jurisdiction can determine its own 


jurisdiction, and a party challenging that jurisdiction has an adequate remedy by appeal. Is 
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A judgment by a court cannot be affirmed where the court had no right to act. 14 Pending an appeal or certiorari, the nisi prius 


court is without jurisdiction over any issue pending on review, and its action upon these matters is coram non judice. 


CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 
Cases: 


Washington courts generally follow the common-law rule that a court lacking jurisdiction of any matter may do nothing other 
than enter an order of dismissal. Banowsky v. Guy Backstrom, DC, 445 P.3d 543 (Wash. 2019). 


Jurisdiction is essential to the exercise of judicial power, and unless the court has jurisdiction, it lacks any authority to proceed, 
and any decision, judgment, or other order is, as a matter of law, utterly void and of no effect for any purpose. Interest of BG, 
2019 WY 116, 451 P.3d 1161 (Wyo. 2019). 


[END OF SUPPLEMENT] 
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